“Roger B. Gill” «rgiil126 @aol.com> on 66/05/2001 02:38:35 PM

I
To: "FARSecretariat” <farcase.2001-014 @gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject FAR Case 2001-014

To Wwom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Bush‘adm nistration's proposal to
repeal the Clinton adnministration's rules on federal contractor

responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at a conpany's
record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany is a
"responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

As a taxpayer, | want ny tax dollars to go to responsible conpanies that
conply with the law, not to corporate |awbreakers. Conpanies that routinely
violate |laws designed to protect the environment, consuners, workers and ot her
i mportant rights shouldn't be rewarded with valuable federal contracts.

That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows chronic
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

I urge the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council not to repeal the contractor
aelspon5|b|l|ty rules and to let the rules go into effect without further
el ay.

The enpl oyees of responsible enployers, enployers who provide health insurance

and retirement benefits, are not going to be at the public trough |ooking for
overnment assistance to make up for what they were denied in enployee
enefits. If you choose to reward those irresponsible business people and
repeal the current rules their enployees will be on the doorstep of government
| ooking for the benefits they were denied as working people. It is as sinple
as pay me now or we wll pay you later.

Si ncerely,

Roger B. G|

96 Fair-wood Drive
Penmbr oke, MA 02359




